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ADVERTISE  MEN  T. 

T/f/^H^fi  t^^^fi  ObJ'ervations  firjl  appeared^  the 
author  had  no  expectation  that  a  fecond  e- 
dition  would  have  been  called  for ; —  hut  Jince  a 
fecond  edition  has  become  necejjary,    he  begs  leave 
to  acquaint  the  publick,  that  though   he  has  rC" 
viewed  the  argument,  yet  he  has  not  found  it 
needful  to  make  any  confderable  addition  or  alter- 
ation :    only,  that  he  has  left  out  the  whole  of  the 
paragraph  which  food  at  the  foot  of  the  1 9//; 
page ; — as  being  unwilling  to  build  upon  any  things 
which  even  the  mofl  rigid  Deifl  may  pretend  to 
call  in  quefion  : — a  corre^ion  for  which  he  owns 
himfelf  indebted  to  one,  who  though  eminent  in 
civil  life,  and  hi  fed  in  the  affairs  of  the  nation,  is 
-neither  afmmed  to  conform  his  life  to  the  precepts, 
7ior  employ  his  pen  in  defence  of  the  Chrifian  re- 
ligion. 


LETTER 


To    the    Reverend 


Mr.     J- 


SIR, 

COuLD  I  have  forced  you  from  that 
retirement,  in  which  you  ftudioufly 
labour  to  conceal  the  fruits  of  an 
excellent  genius  and  unwearied  ap- 
plication, the  following  argument,  of  which 
you  fuggefted  the  firft  hint,  had  appeared  with 
fuperior  ftrength  and  advantage.  But  fince  all 
my  endeavours  to  that  purpofe  have  been  in- 
effectual, I  have  ventured  to  fend  abroad  the 
refult  of  my  own  reflexions  on  that  head,  ra- 
ther than  that  any  thing  which  tends  to  fup- 
port  Chriftianity,  fhould  remain  unobfcrved  in 
an  age  of  fo  much  fcepticifm  and  infidelity. 

When  you  firft  mentioned  the  conduct  of 
Judas  as  a  proof  o[  the  Chriftian  religion,  the 

A  newnefs 
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tiewnefs  of  the  fancy  ftruck  me  ;  for  new  k 
was  to  me.  Nor  can  I  yet  find  any  one  writer 
who  has  fufRciently  attended  to  it ;  though  I 
muft  own,  that  the  more  I  reflect  upon  it,  the 
raore  am  I  convinced  of  its  ftrength  and  folidity. 

Nothing  perhaps  contributed  more  to  the 
uncommon  applaufe  and  fuccefs  of  Mr.  hyttel- 
tons  late  ingenious  performance,  than  the  com- 
pendioufncfs  of  his  proof,  and  its  depending 
entirely  upon  one  chain  of  fads.  But  however 
favourable  its  reception,  no  man  was  furprifed 
to  find  the  ApolHe  ^ciul  adduced  as  an  evi- 
dence for  Chriftianity.  But  to  find  Judas 
Ifcariot  forced  into  the  fame  fervice,  will  doubt- 
lefs  feem  whimfical  to  fome,  and  abfurd  to  o- 
thers :  Yet  as  people  generally  allow  the  tefti- 
Hiony  of  an  enemy  to  be  lefs  fufpicious  than 
that  of  a  friend,  fo  poflibly  the  fetting  this  mat- 
ter in  a  jufl  light,  may  help  to  remove  the  pre- 
judices of  thofe  who  will  credit  nothing  that 
comes  from  the  friends  of  Jesus. 

If  ever  there  was  an  enemy  to  Christ  in 
the  \yorld,  Judas  was  that  enemy ; — if  ever  there 
was  an  apoftate  from  the  faith,  Judas  was  that 
apoftate; — and  if  ever  there  was  a  traitor,  he 
too  was  the  man :  and  yet  to  find  this  malici- 
ous, this  traiterous,  this  apoftate  Judas,  inftead 
of  diff  roving  Chriftianity  in  any  point,  proving 
it  in  every  one, — fealing  a  teftimony  to  the 
truth  of  it  even  with  his  blood, — and  giving 
folemn  evidence  againft  himfelf ;  this,  fure,  is 
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a  phasnomenon  pretty  furprifing,  and  what  even 
the  vvarmeft  friends  of  Chriftianity  could  fcarce 
have  expe<5ted. —  If  the  infidel  fufpefl^  the  inte- 
grity of  Taul,  let  him  now  hear  the  teftimony 
of  Judas ; — if  the  one  has  no  weight  with  him, 
furcly  the  other  will. 

The  following  obfervations  therefore  claim 
a  fair  and  a  difpaffionate  hearing. — This  is  all 
the  favour  that  they  alk  )  and,  it  is  hoped,  it  is 
all  that  they  need. 

As  it  Is  from  the  writings  of  the  Evangelifts 
that  we  have  any  knowledge  of  the  chara6ter 
and  conduct  of  Judas  IJcariot,  we  muft  beg 
leave  to  quote  thefe  as  genuine  records  of  the 
events  they  pretend  to  relate :  An  honour  which 
I  hope  our  adverfaries  will  not  deny  them;— 
or  if  they  fhould,  they  muft  be  fenfible,  that 
as  ftrong  a  proof  can  be  brought  in  favour  of 
hiike  and  the  other  New  Teftament  writers, 
as  of  any  who  wrote  at  an  equal  diftance  of 
time  *. 

Taking  this  therefore  for  granted,  I  beg 
leave  to  tranfcribe  what  we  find  concerning 
Judas  in  thefe  ancient  records. 

The  firft  time  Judas  is  mentioned  In  the 
New   Teftament,    is   when   Christ   chufes 

*  See  Conybeare's  defence  of  revealed  religion,  chap.  9.  and 
Doddridge's  fermon  on  2  Peter  i.  16. 

A  z  twelve 
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twelve  from  the  multit.ides  that  attended  his 
miniftry,  and  appoints  them  to  be  Apoftles,  or 
particular  meflengers  for  propagating  his  reli- 
gion.— We  have  the  catalogue  of  thefe  Apoftles 
given  us  by  three  Evangelifts  ;  who  all  conclude 
it  with  the  name  of  Judas  Ifcariot,  who  aljo  be- 
trayed him.     Matth,  x.  Mark  iii.  Luke  vi. 

Some  fhort  time  after,  we  find  him,  toge^* 
ther  with  the  other  eleven,  receiving  from  his 
great  Mafter  power  over  all  unclean  fpirits, — 
difeafcs, — nay  death  itfelf ; — and  commifTioned 
to  go  and  preach  the  gofpel  to  the  loft  fheep  of 
the  houfe  of  Ifrael,     See  huke  ix. 

After  this  we  hear  nothing  of  him  till  a 
little  before  the  third  paffovcr  of  Christ's  pu- 
blick  miniftry,  when  many  of  his  difciples  left 
him,  upon  his  declaring,  in  the  fynagogue  of 
Capernaum,  that  he  was  the  bread  of  life,  which 
came  down  from  heaven. —  On  this  occafion 
Christ  puts  the  qucftion  to  the  Apoftles;, 
Will  ye  aljo  go  away  ?  Whereupon  they  all  re- 
ply, by  the  mouth  of  Simon,  hord,  to  whom 
jhall  we  go  ?  thou  hafl  the  words  of  eternal  life ; 
and  we  believe,  and  are  fure,  that  thou  art  that 
Christ  the  Son  of  the  living  God.  In  an- 
fwer  to  which,  Christ  aftlires  them,  that  al- 
though he  had  chofen  them  twelve,  yet  on^ 
of  them  was  a  devil,  or,  [hould  prove  his  accufer  ; 
as  the  Greek  word  Ci>.ia.Q,'j.Ko<;  literally  fignifies. 
Which  the  Evangelift  affures  us  lie  fpol^e  of 
Judas,     John  vi.  70. 

The 
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The  next  time  we  find  him  fpokeof,  is  on 
the  Sabbath  immediately  preceeding  the  paflion- 
week;  when  Christ,  being  arrived  at  i?f//;^- 
ny,  is  invited,  with  his  difciples,  to  an  enter- 
tainment in  the  houfe  of  Simon  the  leper. — 
During  which  entertainment  a  box  of  very  pre- 
cious ointment  is  poured  out  upon  Christ's 
head.  Upon  which  the  hiftorian  remarks, 
that  fome  prefent  had  indignation ;  and  thac 
Judas  IJcariot,  Simons  fon,  exprefsly  faid,  Why 
ivas  not  this  ointment  fold  for  three  hundred 
pence,  and  given  to  the  poor  ?  and  this  he  faid^ 
not  that  he  cared  for  the  poor,  hut  becatfe  he 
was  a  thief,  and  had  the  bag,  and  bare  what 
was  put  therein,  John  xii.  4.  Matth.  xxvi.  and 
Mark  xiv. 

On  the  third  day  of  the  paflion-week,  he 
entered  into  that  infamous  contract  with  the 
High  Frieft  and  Rulers  of  the  Jews,  to  deliver 
his  Mafter  into  their  hands.  Of  which  the 
Evangelills  give  us  this  account. 

"  Then  affembled  together  the  chief  priefts, 
"  and  the  fcribes,  and  the  elders  of  the  people, 
"  into  the  palace  of  the  high  pricft,  who  is  al-. 
"  fo  called  Caiaphas ;  and  confulted  how  they 
*'  might  take  Jesus  by  fubtlety,  and  put  him 
"  to  death.  But  they  faid.  Not  on  the  fea[l-day^ 
"  left  there  be  an  uproar  amoig  the  people.  Then 
"  entered  Satan  into  Judas,  firnamed  Ifcariot^ 
"  one  of  the  twelve ;  and  he  went  his  way, 
"  and  communed  v/ith  the  chief  priells  and 

"  captains, 
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«  captains,  how  he  might  betray  him  unto 
"  them;  and  faid  unto  them,  What  iviil  ye 
"  give  me,  and  I  ivill  deliver  him  unto  you  ? 
*'  And  when  they  heard  it,  they  were  glad, 
"  and  promifed  to  give  him  money  ;  and  they 
"  covenanted  with  him  for  thirty  pieces  of  fil- 
«'  ver.  And  he  promifed  ;  and  from  that  time 
*'  fought  opportunity  to  betray  him  unto  them, 
"  in  the  abfence  of  the  mukitude."  Compare 
Matth.  xxvi.  Aiark  xiv.  and  Luke  xxi. 


"  Towards  the  evening  of  the  fourth  day 
^  of  the  paflion-week,  Jesus  comes  with  his 
'  difciples  from  Bethany  to  Jerufiueni ;  and  ha- 
'  ving  ordered  the  paflbver  to  be  prepared,  at 

*  the  appointed  time  fits  down  to  eat  it  with  the 
'  twelve.     During  which  folemnity,  he  takes 

*  occafion  to  let  them  know  that  he  was  tho- 

*  roughly  acquainted  both  with  the  treachery 
'  and  the  traitor.  For,  being  troubled  in  fpi- 
'  lit,  he  faid,  Verily  verily  1  Jay  unto  you^  that 
'  one  of  you  Jlmll  betray  me  ;  fir  the  hand  that 
^  betray eth  me,  is  -with  me  on  the  table. — Then 

*  the  difciples  were  exceeding  forrowful,  and 
'  looked  one  on  another,  doubting  of  whom 
'  he  fpake  ;  and  began  every  one  by  turns  to 
'  fay,  Lord,  is  it  I? Now,  there  was  lean- 

*  ing  on  Jesus  bofom,  one  of  the  difciples 
'  whom  Jesus  loved.     Simon  Teter,  who  pro- 

*  bably  fat  on  the  other  fide  of  the  table,  there- 
'  fore  beckoned  unto  him,  that  he  iliould  afk 
'  who  it  was  of  whom  he  fpoke. —  He  then 
'  leaning  himfclf  dov/n  on  Jesus  breaft,  faith 

^'  unto 
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"  unto  him,  Lord^  who  is  it?  Jesus  anfwer- 

"  ed,  with  a  low  voice,    fo  that  none  of  the 

"  reft  heard,  He  it  is  to  ivhom  IJlmll  give  a  fopy 

"  when  I  have  dipped  it.     And  when  he  had 

"  dipped  the  fop,  he  gave  it  to  'Judas  ;  who, 

"  juft  as  he  Avas  reaching  out  his  hand  to  take 

"  it,    fays.    Lord,    is  it  I?    To  which  Jesus 

"  replied,    Thou  haft  faid.     And  immediately 

"  after  the  fop,  Satan  entered  into  him ;   and, 

"  fired  with  indignation,  he  rofe  from  the  ta- 

*'  ble.     Upon  which  Christ  fays.  What  thou 

"  doft,  do  quickly.     But  none  of  the  difciples, 

*'  except  john,  feem  to  have  known  with  what 

"  intent  he  faid  fo."     John  xiii. 

"  After  thepafchal  fupper,  and  the  mfti- 
*'  tution  of  the  eucharift,  Jesus  goes  out  with 
"  his  difciples  to  a  garden  at  the  foot  of  the 
*'  Mount  of  Olives  ;  a  place  Judas  was  well  ac- 
"  quainted  with,  and  where  he  knew  his  Ma- 
"  fter  was  to  fpend  part  of  that  night. —  Ha- 
"  \\no  therefore  received  a  band  of  men  and 
"  officers  from  the  chief  priefts  and  Pharifees, 
"  he  came  thither  with  lanterns,  torches,  and 
"  weapons  ; — and  having  given  them  this  as  a 
"  fign  whereby  they  fhould  know  the  perfon 
"  who  they  were  to  apprehend,  he  goes  up  to 
"  Christ,  and,  killing  him,  faith,  Hail^ 
*'  Mafter.  Whereupon  Jesus  faith,  Man, 
*'  wherefore  art  thou  come  ?  "Judas ^  betrayefi  thou 
"  the  Son  of  man  with  a  hf]  ? — Upon  which  it 
"  appears  that  he  flirunk  back  again  amongfl: 
"  the  croud  :  for  immediately,  when  Christ 

"  by 
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*«  by  a  word  ftrikes  them  all  to  the  ground,  it 
"  is  obferved  that  Judas  alfo  ftood  with  them." 
John  xviii. 

"  Jesus  being  thus  taken,  and  next  day 
"  condemned  by  Tilate  to  be  crucified  ;  Judas 
"  repented  of  what  he  had  done,  and  brought 
"  again  the  thirty  pieces  of  filver  to  the  chief 
"  priefts  and  elders,  faying,  I  have  finned^  in 
*'  that  I  have  betrayed  hmocent  blood ;  and,  calt- 
**  ing  down  the  pieces  of  filver  in  the  temple, 
"  he  went  and  hanged  himfelf ."     Matth.  xxvii. 

"  LUKE,  in  his  hiftory  of  the  a6ls  of  the 
"  Apoftles,  has  added  one  circumftance  more, 
"  that  falling  headlong,  Judas  burft  afunder  in 
"  the  midft,  and  all  his  bowels  gufhed  out." 
-^^/ji.  15*. 

This  is  all  the  account  that  the  Evangelifts 
give  of  Judas :  and  the  argument  thence  arifing 
in  favour  of  Chriftianity,  feems  to  be  this. — 
Here  is  a  man  of  fenfe  and  ability,  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  moft  fecret  condud  and 
views  of  Jesus,  and  therefore  capable  to  deted 

*  It  may  be  proper  to  obferve,  that  amongft  other  inftances 
from  which  Mr.  Tindal  endeavours  to  overthrow  the  credit  of  the 
gofpel -hiftory,  this  of  the  condud  of  Judas  is  one. — Chriftianity 
as  old  as  the  creationy  p.  24  j. 

And  it  feems  a  little  odd,  that  the  learned  Dr.  Conybeare,  in 
his  elaborate  reply,  {hould  leave  his  adverfary  in  full  pofleffion  of 
this  objedtion  ;  faying  nothing  in  anfwer  to  it,  but  that  it  will  be 
time  enough  to  alledge  the  mifcarriages  of  Judas,  when  we  build 
any  thing  on  his  ewidencs.-— Defence  of  revealed  religiouj  p.  446. 

any 
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any  fraud  or  impofture  that  might  be  carrying 
on  by  him  ; — a  man,  not  only  able  to  inform 
againft  Jesus,  but  highly  willing  ; — engaged 
from  principles  of  honour,  intereft,  and  felf- 
prefer vation  ; — tempted  by  reward, — by  avarice, 

—  by  ambition, — by  refentment,  to  make  the 
difcovery: — yet  this  man,  after  having  deliver- 
ed up  Christ  through  the  ftrength  of  thefe 
temptations,  no  fooner  reflects  on  w^hat  he  had 
done,  than  his  confcience,  taking  the  alarm, 
makes  him  in  the  ftrongefl  manner  retracl,  and 
atteft  his  Mafter's  innocence,  before  thofe  very 
rulers  to  whom  he  had  fold  him  but  a  few  hours 
ago  ;  and  finding  all  had  no  efFe<5l,  in  an  excefs 
of  grief  and  remorfe  he  expires  almoft  in  their 
very  prefence. —  I  have  Jinned,  (cried  he),  in 
that  I  have  betrayed  innocent  blood : — An  attefta- 
tion  of  the  innocence  of  Christ,  fo  circum- 
ftantiated,  that  it  is  fcarce  poilible  to  fuppofe  a 
ftronger,  and  which  nothing  but  the  moll:  tho- 
rough conviction  could  have  extorted. 

If  by  innocent  blood,  yudas  meant  no  more 
than  that  Chrift  was  a  perfon  who  had  done  no- 
thing worthy  of  death,  f'ure  this  is  the  very 
lowcil:  fenfe  in  which  the  words  can  be  taken. 

—  However,  taking  them  no  higher,  they 
plainly  feem  to  intimate, 

I.  That  Judas  believed  that  Jesus  was 
the  true  MefTiah,  and  Son  of  God,  as  he  all 
along  affirmed  himfelf  to  be :  for,  otherwife, 
Christ  could  not  have  been  a  man  of  truth 

B  and 
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and  veracity,  if  he  laid  claim  to  a  chara^cr 
which  in  no  ways  belonged  to  him. — In  that 
cafe  too  he  would  have  been  guilty  of  blafphe- 
my,  and  confequently  worthy  of  death  by  the 
yew  if}}  law  *. 

1.  As  he  hereby  declares  his  behef,  that 
Jesus  was  the  true  Melliah,  fo  he  in  effecft  de- 
clares, that,  in  as  far  as  he  could  difcern,  his 
miracles  were  all  true,  his  doctrine  divine,  and 
his  life  pure  and  holy :  for  it  was  from  thefe 
things  that  he  mult  have  been  convinced  that 
Jesus  was  the  MefTiah. 

3.  yUDAS  hereby  declares,  that,  for  his 
part,  he  was  privy  to  no  defign  formed  by 
Christ  of  erecting  a  temporal  kingdom;  o- 
therwife  he  muft  have  reckoned,  that  he  ought 
to  have  fuffered  death,  if  not  by  the  Jewifi^  at 
ieaft  by  the  Roman  law. 

4.  By  this  cxprefTion  Judas  ftrongly  declares 
his  opinion,  that  Christ  was  innocent  of  the 
crimes  laid  to  his  charge  by  the  fanhedrim  ;  par- 
ticularly, of  deceiving  the  people  by  pretended 
miracles; — Itirring  them  up  to  fedition  againfl 

*  Thaty«iu'/  knew  Christ  to  be  the  true  Meffiah,  feems  alfb 
evident  from  Mutth.  xxvi.  49.  and  Luke-K-sW.  48.  where  Christ 
fays  to  him,  upon  receiving  the  treacherous  kifs,  Judas,  betrayefl 
thou  the  Son  of  man  ?  i.  c.  "  the  perfoa  whom  thou  knoweft  to  be 
*'  the  Son  of  man,  or  McfTiah."  Which  interpretation  gives  the 
words  a  force  and  fpirit,  which  I  have  not  feen  attended  to  by 
any  but  the  devout  and  learned  Dr.  Doddridge,  Familj-expofitor, 
vol.  2.  />.  507. 

C(efar^ 
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C£far,  faying,  that  he  h'nnjclfwas  a  king ; — and 
cafHng  out  devils  by  magick,  or  Beelzebub  the 
prince  of  the  devils: — and  confequcntly,  he 
hereby  declares,  in  the  flrongeft  manner,  his  to- 
tal and  profound  ignorance  of  thofe  frauds 
and  collufions  of  which  fome  quick-fighted 
modern  Deifts  have  made  furprifing  difcove- 
ries. 

But  one  is  apt  to  think,  that  the  words  in- 
wjcent  blood  imply  fomewhat  more  than  all  this. 
— They  feem  to  point  out,  that  'Judas  was 
convinced,  not  only  that  Jesus  was  an  inno- 
cent man,  but  a  beneficent  one; — one  con- 
ftantly  employed  in  doing  good; — and  particu- 
larly, that  he  was  a  man  remarkable  for  meek- 
nefs  of  temper  ; — of  a  merciful,  compaflionate, 
and  harmlefs  difpofition; — void  of  ambition, 
innocent,  and  quiet. 

Now,  if  it  can  be  made  appear,  that  the  per- 
fon  giving  fiich  a  ftrong  atteftation  to  the  inno- 
cence of  Ch  RIST,  was  one  well  acquainted  with 
Jiis  moft  fecret  views ; — was  one  able  to  form 
a  juft  judgment  of  them ; — was  one  who  would 
have  been  fond  to  find  out  and  expofc  any 
fraud  ; — and  was  one  who  could  have  no  world- 
ly interefi:  tofer\'e  by  adhering  to  Christ,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  had  every  inducement  to  de- 
left his  defign :  if,  I  fay,  thefe  things  can  be 
made  appear,  will  it  not  ilrongly  conclude,  that 
Jesus  was  what  he  profefTed  himfelf  tobe,  the 
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true  Mefllah,  the  Son  of  God,  and  the  Saviour 
of  the  world  ? 

This  is  an  argument  founded  on  the  few 
fimple  fa6ts  above  fet  down  ;  which  it  requires 
no  depth  of  thought  to  comprehend,  and  no 
abftraft  reafoning  to  difcover.  The  confe- 
quence,  I  apprehend,  is  undeniable,  provided 
the  premifTcs  are  able  to  fupport  fuch  a  fabrick. 
It  mufl:  therefore  be  the  bufinefs  of  the  follow- 
ing pages,  to  examine  thefe  with  becoming  ac- 
curacy. 

And  here  the  leading  inquiry  will  be,  Whe- 
ther the  perfon  giving  fuch  a  ftrong  atteftation 
t#  the  innocence  of  Jesus,  in  thefe  peculiar 
circumftances,  was  one  of  fenfe  and  ability;  a- 
ble  to  form  a  juft  opinion  of  Christ  and  his 
defigns? — For  unlefs  we  can  be  alTured  of  his 
capacity,  his  teilimony  will  have  very  little 
weight ;  fince  it  is  impofTible  to  draw  any  ar- 
gument from  the  freakijQi  inconfiftencies  of 
condud:  into  which  a  man  of  a  weak  mind 
may  run :  —  whereas  when  a  man  of  fenfe 
changes  his  condu<5l,  we  are  naturally  led  to  in- 
quire into  the  grounds  upon  which  he  proceeds.^ 

We  are  not  indeed  able  to  trace  out  the  birth 
and  education  of  Judas ^  which  lies  In  equal  ob- 
fcurity  with  that  of  the  other  Apoliles. — He  is 
called  the  fon  of  Simon,  and  Judas  IJcariot ;  but 
neither  of  thefe  epithets  give  much  light  into 
the  matter.     They  are  probably  added,  to  dif- 

tinguifii 


[     '7     ] 

tinguifR  him  from  the  other  yiidas,  who  was 
faithful  to  the  death. — Some  have  fuppofed  him 
the  fon  of  Shmn  the  leper,  in  whofe  houfe  Je- 
sus was  fo  elegantly  entertained  a  few  days  be- 
fore he  fuffered. — The  ingenious  Mr.  Fleming 
concludes  him  the  fon  of  Simon  the  Canaanite. 
But  both  opinions  are  merely  conje<5tural ;  tho' 
either  of  them  feems  more  probable  than  the 
fancy  of  thofe  who  will  have  him.  a  native  of 
Corcjray  where  his  houfe  and  poiterity,  fay  they, 
may  yet  be  feen  *  ;  or  the  notion  of  the  Cain- 
itcs,  who  make  him  the  head  of  a  confiderable 
family  in  the  tribe  of  IJpichar  ■\'. 

I  ihould  not  have  mentioned  thefe  uncertain 
conjectures,  did  they  not  feem  to  intimate  a  ge- 
neral notion  that  prevailed  very  early  in  the 
church,  that  Judas  was  fome  confiderable  per- 
fon  ;  which  I  fcarce  know  how  to  account  for, 
but  by  fuppofmg,  that,  by  birth  or  education, 
he  was  fome  how  confpicuous  in  the  college  of 
the  Apoftles. — For  why  fhould  the  earliefl  wri- 
ters, by  a  fort  of  general  confent,  in  this  man- 
ner aggrandize  the  traitor,  while  they  fpcak  of 
the  other  Apoftles  in  a  different  ftyle  I 

As  to  his  name  Ifcariot,  fome  refer  it  to  the 
office  of  purfer,  which  he  bore  in  Christ's 
family,  from  a  Hebre^iU  word  of  much  the  fame 
found,  and  correfpondent  meaning. —  But  the 


*  Petrus  a  Valle,  in  itineribus  fuis,  pars  i.  Turcicse,  epift. 
f  Calraet's  didionary,  art.  Judas. 
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opinion  of  thofe  feeras  better  founded,  who, 
deriving  it  from  the  place  of  his  birth,  read  'Ju- 
das IJh-Carioth,  /.  e,  Judas  a  man  of  Carioth,  a 
fmall  town  beyond  Jordan  *. 

But  it  is  much  more  to  the  prefent  purpofe 
to  obferve,  that  this  perfon  v/as  made  choice  of 
by  Jesus  to  be  one  of  his  Apoftlcs  and  con- 
ftant  attendants ;  which  will  fufficiently  war- 
rant our  concluding  him  a  man  of  good  natural 
(enfe  and  ability  •f'.  For  although  Christ 
made  choice  of  men  in  low  life  to  be  his  Apo- 
ftlcs ;  yet  I  can  fee  no  reafon  why  we  muft 
conclude  them  fools  too,  unlefs  we  will  fay  that 
good  fenfe  is  only  to  be  found  among  the  fons 
of  learning  and  fortune. — So  that  Judas  being 
of  the  number  of  the  ApolHes,  gives  a  flrong 
prefumption  in  his  favour;  fince  there  is  the 
very  bell  reafon  to  conclude  them  ail  men  of 
found  minds  and  good  underftandings,  though 
not  brought  up  at  the  feet  of  GaiualieL 

To  this  we  muft  add,  that  Judas  was  raifed 
by  Christ  to  a  fort  of  fuperior  ftation  in  the 
family. — He  was  appointed  treafurer ;  a  place 
which  would  doubtlefs  be  given  to  the  man  of 
greateft  activity,    and   acquaintance   with   the 

*  The  different  conjedures  as  to  the  meaning  and  derivation 
of  the  name  may  be  feen  in  Barialoccii  Bib.  Rab.  torn.  3.  p.  24. 

f  That  the  Apoftles  were  men  of  fuperior  fenfe  to  the  bulk  of 
people  in  their  ftation,  will  fcarce  be  denied  by  the  Deifts  ;  who 
upon  that  very  fuppofition  build  all  the  phasnomena  of  Chriftiani' 
ty,  which,  according  to  them,  was  contrived  by  Jesu§  Christ, 
and  thefe  twelve  cunning  inif  oftors. 
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world. — 111  this  office  he  not  only  had  the  en- 
ftody  of  what  prefcnts  were  made  to  Jesus  and 
his  difciples,  which  required  a  perfon  of  repu- 
ted honefty  ;  but  alfo  he  had  the  laying  out  of 
that  money,  for  their  daily  maintenance  and 
fupport,  which  called  for  a  man  of  a(5>ivity  and 
difcretion. — N'ay,  it  appears  that  to  him  Jesus 
had  been  in  pra<5tice  of  leaving  the  diftributions 
for  the  poor ;  which  fuppofes  a  high  opinion  of 
his  judgment  and  prudence ;  qualifications  ef- 
fentially  neceflary  to  the  prudent  conferring  of 
charity. 

And  if  we  may  build  any  thing  upon  the 
opinion  of  thofe  who  had  bed:  accefs  to  know 
him,  his  fellow  difciples  and  apoilles,  he  feems 
to  have  been  in  no  fmall  repute  among  them: 
for  when  the  plaineft  intimations  were  given  by 
Christ,  as  we  have  feen  above,  that  one  of 
them  fhould  betray  him,  nay  that  Judas  was 
the  perfon,  yet  no  man  fufpe6ted  him ;  which 
doubtlefs  would  have  been  the  cafe,  had  they 
judged  him  either  a  deceitful  or  a  weak  man, 
capable  of  a6ling  fuch  a  bafe  and  difhonourable 
part. 

The  manner  too  in  which  he  conducfled  the 
treachery  from  firft:  to  laft,  gives  no  bad  fpecl- 
men  of  his  abilities. 

That  he  commenced  a  difciple  of  Jesus 
from  worldly  views  and  profpefts,  will  fcarce 
be  denied. — With  the  reft  of  the  Jews  of  that 
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time,  he  had  long  expelled  the  promifed  Mef^ 
fiah,  hoping  to  find  in  him  a  temporal  monarch, 
who  fliould  refcue  their  nation  from  the  oppref- 
fion  of  the  Romans,  and  raife  it  to  the  higheft 

pitch   of  grandeur. The  fame   of  Jesus 

had  reached  his  ears ;  and  pofTibly  the  miracle 
wrought  on  the  lame  man  at  the  pool  of  Be- 
thefda,  made  him  conclude  that  certainly  he 
mufi:  be  the  perfon  ;  for  it  is  foon  after  this  mi- 
racle that  he  is  numbered  with  the  Apoftles  *. 

As  thefe  views  made  him  commence  a  difciple, 
the  fame  views  foon  made  him  refolve  to  abandon 
that  way.  Covetoufnefs  was  the  reigning  paf- 
fion  of  his  foul.  He  found  in  Christ's  fa- 
mily nothing  to  gratify  it,  nor  any  profpe^t  of 
the  matter  mending  in  that  refped: ;  and  there- 
fore he  refolved  to  abandon  his  new  profeffion  ; 
but  in  fuch  a  way  as  he  might  make  fomething 
by  the  bargain.  Knowing  the  hatred  of  the 
'Jeivip  rulers  to  his  Mafter,  he  refolved  to  de- 
liver him  into  their  hands,  hoping  they  would 
generoufly  reward  fuch  a  fervice.  But  that  he 
might  make  the  moil:  poffible  of  his  treachery, 
he  refolved  to  delay  the  execution  of  it,  until 
there  fhould  be  fomething  confiderable  in  the 
bag  ;  which  he  fhrewdly  enough  conjecHiured 
might  be  the  cafe  when  his  Mafter  fhould  go  up 

*  It  appears  from  the  hlftorj',  that  Christ  did  not  makechoice 
of  the  twelve  till  feme  weeks  after  the  fecond  pafTover  :  for  tho' 
there  is  mention  made  of  his  calling  Philip,  Nathanael,  PeteVy 
JameSy  John,  and  Andrew,  long  before ;  yet  it  was  onlj'  at  the 
above  period  that  they  were  appointed  to  be  Apoftles,  or  meffengers. 

to 
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td  Jerufalem  to  the  pafTover ;  where  the  very 
facrifices  they  were  to  offer,  and  the  other  ne- 
ceflary  expence,  would  require  a  larger  ftock 
than  was  neceffary  in  their  country-retirement  ** 
And  this  I  think  will  naturally  aceount  for  de- 
laying the  execution  of  his  defign  fo  long  after 
he  had  formed  it :  for  it  is  beyond  all  quefHon, 
from  the  plain  intimations  that  our  Lord  gives 
long  before  of  the  intended  treachery,  that 
there  was  fuch  a  defign  in  head  -f*. 

But  howewer  Judas  had  formed  fuch  a  de- 
fign, he  fo  artfully  concealed  it,  that  none  but 
the  all-fearching  eye  could  penetrate  the  dif- 
guife.  Often  do  the  other  difciples  betray  their 
expe<5tations  of  a  worldly  kingdom ;  but  we  ne- 
ver hear  a  fyllable  to  this  purpofe  drop  from  the 
lips  of  Judas.  Tvi^o  forward  difciples  may  pray 
down  fire  from  heaven,  to  confume  the  Sa??ia' 
ritans,  who  would  not  receive  and  honour 
their  Lord  ;  but  Judas  difcovers  no  fuch  Impru- 
dent zeal. — The  fons  of  Zebedee  may  folicit  to 
fit,  one  on  the  right  hand  and  the  other  on.  the 
left,  in  his  kingdom ;  but  Judas  betrays  no 
fuch  ambitious  weaknefs.  And  when  we  find 
him  reproving  Mary  for  anointing  Jesus,  it  is 

*  For  it  is  pretty  evident,  that  the  x^poftles  never  attended 
Christ  to  Jerufalem  till  the  bit  paflover.  They  were  not  ap- 
pointed till  after  the  fecond  paflover ;  our  Lord  went  not  up  to  the 
third  :  fo  that  this  fourth  was  the  firlt  they  attended  in  company 
with  him.  And  it  is  probable,  that  our  Lord  did  not  chufe  to  ap- 
pear with  fuch  a  retinue  until  his  time  (houid  be  fully  eome ;  that 
\o  he  might  not  too  much  alarm  the  Jewijh  rulers. 

\  See  Apolhlick  Conjiituti-jus,  Look  5.  chap,  14.;  wheie  we  find 
thcfe  words,  E/,  TroMatxsy  jfi^'-^/px^s^j. 
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under  the  fpecious  pretence  of  giving  to  the 
poor. — As  to  the  perpetrating  the  treachery, 
how  artfully  is  it  managed  ?  His  agreement  with 
the  Priefts  is  privately  made  ;  and  the  moft  pri- 
vate opportunity  taken  to  put  it  in  execution. 
Nay,  when  he  gave  the  treacherous  kifs,  he 
feems  to  have  hoped  to  pals  undifcovered.  He 
came  in  the  dark,  went  at  fome  diftance  before 
the  multitude,  and  afterwards  mingled  with  the 
croud.  In  fhort,  a  defign  could  not  have  been 
better  laid,  more  artfully  carried  on,  or  cauti- 
oufly  executed,  than  this  of  "Judas  betraying 
Christ  ;  which  Ihews  him  mafter  of  no  fmall 
addrefs  and  cunning. 

I  might  conclude  this  head,  with  obferving, 
that  to  his  natural  fagacity  there  was  added  fu- 
perior  powers  by  Jesus,  when  he  fent  him  out 
with  the  other  Apoftles,  and  gave  him  power 
oveF  all  unclean  fpirits  *,  difeafes,  and  death  it- 
felf ;  from  which  moment  he  muft  be  confider- 
ed  as  a  perfon  endued  in  a  very  extraordinary 
manner. 

So  that,  upon  the  whole,  the  firft  obfervatlon 
made,  viz.  That  Judas  was  a  man  of  fenfe  and 
abiHty,and  fufficiently  able  to  judge  if  Christ 

*  It  feems  to  me  an  excefTive  refinement,  to  diftinguifli  unclean 
fpirits  from  other  evil  fpirits  which  might  poffefs  men,  fuppofing 
the  word  only  to  fignify  fuch  kind  of  fpirits  as  drove  men  to  dwell 
among  tombs,  by  which  they  became  ceremonially  unclean  :  for 
it  is  evident,  that  unclean  and  evil  fpirits  are  generally  ufed  as 
fynonymous,  referring  to  the  moral  impurity  and  malignity  of 
their  natures.  Compare  i1 /<?///;.  xii.  13.  Lr.'i.?  xi.  24.  ss^^Rev, 
xvi.  13.  14. 
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"Was  carrying  on  any  fraud,  is  abundantly  evi- 
dent. 

But  as  this  is  the  bafis  upon  which  all  the 
lubfequent  argument  refts,  I  mufl:  not  d\C~ 
mifs  it  till  I  have  obviated  one  objection,  that 
feems  to  lie  againfl:  this  part  of  Judas' s  cha- 
racter, as  a  man  of  lenfe  and  fagacity;  and 
that  is,  his  felling  his  Mafter  for  fuch  a  trifle  as 
thirty  pieces  of  filver,  little  more  than  3  /.  15  j. 
or,  according  to  Dean  Trideaux,  4/.  loj.  of 
our  money :  which  feems  rather  to  reprefent 
him  as  a  greedy  fool,  who  knew  not  how  to 
make  ufe  of  the  opportunities  which  offered  of 
gratifying  his  covetoufnefs ;  as  none  can  doubt 
but  that  the  Jcivip  rulers  would  have  given  a 
much  greater  fum  rather  than  allowed  Jesus 
to  have  efcaped  them. 

I  frankly  own,  that  there  has  been  no  part 
of  his  conduft  for  which  I  have  found  it 
fo  difHcult  to  account,  as  this.  Once  I  was 
in  hopes  of  finding,  that  a  piece  of  money 
might  be  applied  to  other  coins  as  well  as  to  the 
fhekel,  fo  that  the  fum  might  be  greater  than 
"what  interpreters  generally  fix  it.  And  in 
this  I  thought  myfelf  not  a  little  fuppcrted,  by 
w^hat  the  Evangelill:  affures  us,  that  A^ith  that 
money  they  were  able  to  purchafe  a  field  in  Je- 
rnfalem  for  a  burying-place  to  flrangers.  But  I 
am  now  convinced,  that  it  is  not  to  be  account- 
ed for  in  this  way.     For, 

C  2  I.  I 
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1.  I  cannot  find,  that  a  piece  of  filver,  era 
filverling,  is  ever  applied  to  any  Jeiuip  coin  but 
to  the  (hekel ;  ^vhereas  to  that  it  is  very  often 
applied  in  the  Old  Teftament. 

2.  Nor  M'oiild  incrcafing  the  value  of  the 
pieces  of  filver  at  all  agree  with  whix.  we  find  in 
^he  Prophet  Zechariah  concerning  this  very 
tranfaflion,  of  the  price  given  by  iYitJsws  for 
Jesus  ;  where  the  thirty  pieces  of  filver  given 
to  the  Prophet  as  his  hire,  is  fpoken  of  as  a  fign 
of  the  contempt  in  which  they  held  him  and 
his  fervices  *.  y4  goodly  price  (fays  he)  at 
•which  they  have  vahied  me.  It  was  the  very 
price  which  a  flave  was  to  give  for  his  liberty, 
and  at  which  flaves  w^ere  bought  among  them, 

3.  And  as  to  the  purchafing  a  field  w^ith 
thefe  thirty  pieces  of  filver,  which  feems  to  in- 
timate a  much  greater  fum  ;  it  may  not  be  dif- 
ficult to  account  for  that,  efpecially  if  we  gram 
the  place  which  is  at  prefent  fhewn  to  travellers, 
to  be  the  very  fpot ;  for  it  is  not  above  thirty 
yards  long,  and  fifteen  broad  -f-.  And  w^hen 
the  Evangelill:  calls  it  the  potter  s  fields  he  gives, 
us  a  realon  why  it  might  be  fuch  a  cheap 
purchafe,  as  having  been  employed  formerly  in 
making  and  burning  earthen  ware,  it  muft  have 
been  marred  for  any  valuable  ufe. 

*  Zeck.xy.  12.  Ignatii  epifl:.  ad  Philip.  Oj' sr/ujiij'i'nTo  tfTo 
viav  Ic^AvK.  This  whole  prophecy  is  fet  in  a  very  clear  light,  in 
pr.  DoJJr/c/^es  Fanih-expofit'^ry  vcJ.  2.  /..  59O. 

f  MaundreJ's  travels,  p.  ici. 
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For  thefe  reafons  I  apprehend  we  cannot 
reafonably  incrcafe  the  value  of  the  thirty  pie- 
ces of  filvcr ;  but  mufl:  endeavour  to  account  for 
^Jtidcus  condu6l  in  felling  his  Mafter  for  fuch  a 
trifle,  in  fome  other  way.  And  to  this  the  hi- 
flory  itfelf  feems  to  give  us  a  key.  For,  how- 
ever covetoufnefs  might  have  been  the  reigning 
paflion  of  his  foul ;  yet  it  is  very  evident,  that 
refentment  pufhed  him  on  to  the  immediate  ex- 
ecution of  his  defign.  He  judged  himfelf  af- 
fronted by  Jesus,  when  at  the  laft  fupper  he 
pointed  him  out  as  the  ungrateful  perfon  who 
was  to  betray  him.  The  difcovery  feems  to 
have  exafperated  him  to  the  laft  degree :  for  he 
inftantly  fprung  from  the  table  ;  and,  leaving 
the  room,  went  dire<5lly  to  the  Chief  Priefts,  to 
conclude  the  infamous  bargain  about  which  he 
had  formerly  treated  with  them.  And  if  we 
attend  to  the  then  temper  of  his  mind,  we  fliall 
find  the  part  which  he  a6ted,  a  natural  confe- 
quence  of  covetoufnefs  and  refentment.  His 
covetoufnefs  would  not  allow  him  to  give  up 
Jesus  for  nought ;  v/hereas,  on  the  other 
hand,  his  refentments  were  fo  keen  and  pun- 
gent, that  he  had  not  coolnefs  enough  to  make 
the  moft  advantageous  bargain,  but,  impatient 
for  revenge,  accepted  what  they  offered.  For 
which  this  further  reafon  may  be  affigned, 
That,  as  his  defign  was  now  known,  he  muft 
either  immediately  accept  of  the  offer  that  had 
been  made  him,  otherwife  the  opportunity  was 
for  ever  loft. —  And  as  for  the  Jevjip  Rulers 
pffering  no  higher  a  bait,  it  may  naturally  e- 
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nough  be  accounted  for,  from  that  contempt 
in  which  they  profelTecl  to  hold  Christ  and 
his  adherents;  whereas  had  they  offered  a 
much  greater  fum,  it  would  have  convinced  o- 
thers,  that  thefe  very  Rulers  judged  him  more 
formidable  than  they  were  willing  to  own. — 
Wherefore  I  cannot  fee,  that  from  this  part  of 
his  hiftory  any  objection  can  be  brought  again  ft 
what  was  formerly  alledged  in  favour  of  his 
fenfe  and  fagacity  *. 

•  But  it  will  not  be  fufficicnt  to  our  prefent 
purpofe,  that  Judas  was  a  man  of  good  under- 
standing, perfc(5tly  capable  of  penetrating  into 
the  moll:  fecret  defigns  of  Jesus  and  his  di- 
fdples,  unlefs  we  can  alfo  fhew,  that  he  had 
fufficient  opportunities  of  informing  himfelfas 
to  thefc.  This  therefore,  in  the  fecond  place, 
muft  be  canvalTed  and  examined. 

Various  reafons  have  been  afligned  by 
thofe  who  comment  upon  Christ's  life  and 
hiftory,  for  his  making  choice  of  Judas  to  be 
an  Apoftle,  while  yet  he  was  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  badnefs  and  infincerity  of  his 
heart ;  as  if  he  thereby  intended  to  teach  us 

*  Though  many  fanciful  folutions  of  this  difficulty  have  been 
given,  yet  none  of  them  feem  equal  to  that  of  Martin  KejnpiuSf 
who  affirms,  that  Judas  got  the  tenth  of  whatever  was  put  into 
the  bag.  When  therefore  I\Iary  had  poured  out  the  precious 
box  of  ointment  which  might  have  been  fold  for  300  pence,  or 
pieces  of  filver,  of  which  his  tenth  would  juft  have  been  thirty, 
he  goes  to  the  Jeivs,  and  promifes,  if  they  will  make  up  that  fum, 
to  deliver  his  Mailer  into  their  hands.  Mart,  Kempius  de  ofcula 
Juda. 

only 
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only  to  judge  by  the  external  conduct: ; —  that 
ordinances  derive  not  their  virtue  and  efficacy 
from  the  admlniftrator  ; — and  that  even  in  the 
pureft  focieties  upon  earth  we  mull  expert  a 
mixture  of  good  and  bad  men. 

These  indeed  are  pious  infl:ru<5lions ;  but 
they  feem  far  from  containing  the  w^hole  of  the 
cafe.  The  fcheme  now  under  confideration, 
fuggefts,  in  my  apprehenfion,  a  ftill  more  im- 
portant reafon,  namely,  That  by  chufing  'Ju- 
das into  his  family,  who  fliould  afterwards 
prove  a  traitor,  Christ  would  fhew  the  world, 
that  he  was  not  afraid  to  have  his  molt  fecret 
conduct  witnelFed  by  his  enemies ;  and  left  they 
fhould  fufpeft  that  there  was  fome  fraud  private- 
ly carrying  on,  he  would  venture  to  initiate  one 
of  their  own  party  into  all  the  myfteries  of  his 
religion  :  A  condu<5t  which,  I  dare  fay,  every 
man  muft  be  convinced  ftands  clear  of  the  leaft 
fulpicion  of  impofture  *. 

I  apprehend  It  will  readily  be  granted,  that^ 
upon  the  fuppofition  that  Jesus  was  carrying 
on  a  fraud,  this  could  not  have  been  done  with- 
out accomplices.     It  was  an  impofture  of  that 

*  Amongft  other  valuable  hints  on  this  argument  which  oc- 
cur in  Kcecheri  mtis  tn  Grotium  de  ver.  relig.  ChriJ}.  there  Is  the 
following,  taken  from  tht  Oblctiones  fpoi'.taiieay  obi. '^i.  A^.  4. 
/».  78.  Hand  duhie  pi-opt  ere  a  in  /ipofiolorum  numerum  adfcitus  a  Jej'n 
ohm  Judas  fuity  ut  intime  omnia  peniofceret  qua  Ckrijius  agebat^ 
at  que  deinde  tejlimonium  prcebere  po{fet.  Quod  fi  igitur  in  doClri^ 
nii  aut  moribus  Chrijli  quid  ajiimadvertijfet,  quod  Cut  turpe  ac  nefa* 
rjiirn  cul pari  jure  potuijjetf  id  fans  baud  tacuijjet, 

nature^ 
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nature,  as  could  not  have  been  managed  by  one 
man  alone.  Jesus  afpired  to  nothing  lower 
than  being  thought  the  MefTiah ;  in  confe- 
quence  whereof  he  not  only  pretended  to  work 
miracles  himfelf,  but  to  give  the  power  of  do- 
ing fo  to  others. 

Now,  if  accomplices  were  neceiTary,  none^ 
I  dare  fay,  will  be  thought  fo  proper  for  this 
purpofe  as  the  twelve  ApolHcs ;  nay,  our  ad- 
verfaries  will  not  fcruple  to  grant  that  thefe  were 
the  very  perfons.  They  were  pitched  upon 
from  the  whole  mukitude  of  his  difciples,  to 
be  ftated  and  conftant  attendants  upon  him ; 
they  were  prefent  at  his  pubhck  teachings ; 
tkey  were  the  companions  of  his  mofl:  private 
hours :  fo  that  if  he  held  any  efoterick  or  fecret 
opinion,  if  he  carried  on  any  private  defign 
which  he  artfully  difguifed  from  the  world,  it 
muft  certainly  have  been  known  to  them. 

JUDyfS  was  one  of  this  number;  and, 
by  the  whole  of  the  hiftory,  appears  to  have 
been  admitted  into  as  great  confidence  and  fa- 
miliarity as  the  other  ApoiUes.  And,  howe- 
ver it  may  be  pretended  that  the  eleven,  deeply 
tinflured  with  enthufiafm,  might  eafily  be  im- 
pofed  upon ;  yet  this  cannot  be  alledged  of  Ju- 
das,  who  afterwards  made  it  evident,  that  he 
had  never  fo  fully  entered  into  their  defigns. 
Free  then  from  this  bias,  with  all  his  fcnfes  a- 
lert,  nay,  as  will  appear,  with  the  defign  of 
quitting  their  party  full  in  his  eye,  and  there- 
fore 


(      29      j 

fore  watching  every  occafioii  agalnft  them ; 
was  he  not  able  to  difcover  in  their  moft  free 
and  private  converfation  the  bottom  of  the 
plot  ?  Muft  he  not  have  known  whether  Je-^ 
sus  lived  as  he  taught ;  or  if,  while  he  recom- 
mended the  ftrifteft  morality  to  others,  he  in- 
dulged himfelf  in  any  private  crimes  ?  which 
would  certainly  have  been  the  cafe  had  he  been 
an  impofton 

To  which  I  muft  add  one  Very  ftrong  con- 
fideratlon  on  this  head,  of  Judas's  opportuni- 
ties of  knowing  if  any  fraud  was  carrying  on 
by  Christ  and  his  difciples ;  and  that  is,  that 
Christ  not  only  pretended  to  work  miracles 
himfelf,  but  alfo  pretended  to  give  the  fame 
power  to  his  difciples :  Then  he  called  his  twelve 
difciples  together^  and  gave  them  -power  and  au- 
thority over  all  devils^  and  to  cure  difeafes :  and 
they  departed^  and  went  through  the  towns  preach^ 
ing  the  gofpel,  and  healing  every  where.  And  left 
we  fliould  fulpeft  that  "Judas  was  not  fo  highly 
endued,  the  Evangelift  Matthew  takes  csre, 
immediately  after  this  commiflion,  to  fubjoin  a 
compleat  catalogue  of  the  Apoftles  who  recei- 
ved thefe  powers,  in  which  Judas  is  particular- 
ly mentioned  *. 

JVDAS 

*  Kascherus,  in  his  forecitedbook,  p.  172.  among  other  proofs 
that  Chrifl;  did  not  work  his  miracles  by  magick,  or  acquaintance 
With  the  fecret  powers  of  nature,  fays, — Judas  Ijcar.ot,  cum  ipfs 
quoqae  opera  miraculofa  perfecit ,  Matih.  x.  I.  hand  duhie  artcs  illas 
calluit.     Idverofi  fefi  habuipt,  aut  Judas  ufus  fuifet  i/lo  arcane, 
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JVDAS  heard  his  Mafter  pretend  to  give 
him  fuch  powers ;    and,  in  confequence  there- 
of, he  goes  and  makes  the  experiment  on  the 
firfl:  difeafed  perfon  he  meets.     Muft  he  not 
then  immediately  have  known  whether  the  ef- 
fect followed,  and  whether  the  lame  and  the 
blind  received  their  fight  and  ftrength  ?     If  he 
faw  this  undeniably  the  cafe,    what  a  ih'ong 
conviction  muft  it  have  wrought  in  his  mind 
that  his  Mailer  was  the  Mefliah  ?    And  how 
naturally  does  it  account  for  that  anguifh  he 
afterwards  endured,  upon  his  bafely  betraying 
him  ?    Whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  had  Ju- 
das difcovered  all  to  be  trick,  had  he  difcovered 
that  the  pretended  cures  were  only  the  effeft  of 
a  coUufion  betwixt  the  perfons  who  feigned  the 
difeafe  and  Christ,  would  he  have  failed  to 
lay  open  the  cheat  I  Efpecially  if  we  add,  That 
in  cafe  there  was  any  fraud  carrying  on  by  Je- 
sus and  his  difciples,  Judas  had  every  fuppo- 
fable  inducement    to  make  the  difcovery:— 
which,  joined  to  what  has  already  been  faid  of 
his  knowledge  and  opportunities,    will,  in  my 
apprehenfion,  go  a  great  way  to  make  the  ar- 
guinent  conclulive. 

This  v.ill  hold  true  whatever  the  perfonal 
chara»5ler  of  Judas  is  fuppofed  to  be.  Was  he 
a  man  of  confcience  and  honefty,  who  waited 

ad  avar'tttam  fuam  explendaniy  aut  cum  Dom'tnum  /mm  proderet^  mi- 
racula  ejus  meras  eje  mpojiiiras^  nitique  occultis  natura  viribuSy 
revelajjet.  Neutnm  vero  cum  fecit  Judas,  illud  manifffto  eft  argu- 
vicntumy  miracula  Jefu priejtigias  baud  fu'tjfe. 

for 
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for  the  confolatlon  of  Ifrael,  and  had  commen- 
ced a  difciple  of  Jesus,  in  hopes  of  finding  in 
him  the  long-wilhed  for  Meffiah ;  we  may  ea- 
fily  be  convinced  what  part  he  would  have  ad- 
ed,  upon  finding  his  hope  difappointed,  and 
that,  inftead  of  a  prophet,  he  w^as  following  an 
impollor. —  Regard  to  truth,  and  the  glory  of 
God,  would  not  have  allowed  him  to  hefitate 
one  moment.  He  muft  not  only  have  aban- 
doned the  party,  himfelf,  but  have  fairly  laid 
open  their  frauds  and  fecret  pradices  to  others. 
Regardlcfs  of  whatever  reflexion  the  difhonefl: 
or  unthinking  part  of  mankind  might  throw 
upon  him,  as  having  once  been  of  the  party, 
he  would  labour  to  undeceive  the  multitude, 
and  wifh  to  confront  the  impoftor  himfelf. 

Regard  to  the  religion  of  his  country 
would  greatly  have  ftrengthened  fuch  a  rcfolu- 
tion.  It  is  well  known  how  zealous  the  bulk 
of  the  Jevjs  were  on  this  head  ;  which  alarm- 
ed them  the  more  at  the  pretenfions  of  Jesus 
to  be  the  Meffiah,  while  his  do(5lrine  tended  fo 
evidently  to  fet  afide  their  numerous  rites  and 
ceremonies:  fo  that,  as  a  good  fon  of  the 
church,  Judas  would  have  been  led  to  ufe  the 
utmoft  care  to  prevent  the  dangerous  infe<5lion. 

All  the  principles  of  benevolence  and  love 
to  mankind  would  have  awaked  in  his  bread:, 
in  order  to  induce  him  to  a  fpeedy  difcovery, 
that  fo  others  might  be  prevented  from  falling 
into  the  fnare  in  which  he  was  well  nigh  caught. 

D  2  And 
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And  this  too  would  he  have  judged  the  beft  re- 
turn of  gratitude  to  that  God  who  had  faved 
bim  from  being  entirely  led  afide  by  the  error 
of  the  wicked. 

In  fine,  to  fuch  a  fpeedy  difcovery  he  would 
have  been  ftrongly  excite^  by  the  powerful  mo- 
tive of  love  to  his  country. It  was  one  rea- 

fon  why  the  more  politick  Jews  gave  fo  little 
regard  to  the  various  circumftances  that  concur- 
red to  prove  Jesus  theMeffiah,  left,  by  fe^mr 
ing  to  acknowledge  any  other  King  than  Cabfar^ 
they  fliould  give  a  handle  to  the  Romans,  unr 
der  whofe  yoke  they  lay,  to  take  away  their 
city  and  nation.  The  force  of  which  argu- 
ment was  the  greater,  as  they  could  not  yet 
have  forgot  the  many  inconveniencies  which 
two  pretenders  to  that  charader  had  brought 
upon  them  a  few  years  before :  inlhnces, 
which,  as  they  happened  in  Judas' s  own  time, 
muft  have  been  more  than  enough  to  overbar 
lance  any  argument  that  might  be  brought  to 
the  contrary  by  the  faife  fhame  of  commencing 
informer. 

By  fuch  views  and  motives  muft  Judas  have 
been  aftuated,  had  Jesus  been  an  impoftor, 
and  he  a  man  of  integrity  and  confcience. 

But  fuppofing,  what  indeed  is  the  fa6l,  that 
this  Judas  was  a  man  of  a  very  oppoflte  chara^ 
<5ler,  was  an  abandoned  wretch,  deftitute  of 
honour,  confcience,   and  love  to  his  country  j 
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yet,  even  in  that  cafe,  intereft,  powerful  pri- 
vate intereft,  muft  foon  have  determined  him 
to  make  a  difcovery  of  the  fraud,  if  any  fuch 
was  carrying  on. 

A  man  of  fuch  a  character  mufl:  certain- 
ly have  commenced  difciple  from  'worldly 
views,  concluding  that  Christ  was  to  ere<fl  a 
temporal  kingdom.  He  hoped,  by  joining 
him  fo  early,  to  merit  the  higheit  preferments 
in  that  future  monarchy.  But  finding  himfelf 
difappointed,  and  that  there  was  neither  ho- 
nour, riches,  nor  fame,  to  be  got  in  his  fervice  ; 
nay,  that  the  very  Mafter  himfelf  feemed,  by 
fome  unaccountable  conduct,  always  to  decline 
anv  advantages  that  were  thrown  in  his  way, 
and  whimfically  talked  of  a  fpiritual  kingdom  : 
obferving  this  to  be  the  cafe,  would  not  rage  at 
his  difappointment  naturally  lead  him  to  di- 
vulge the  lecret  r  which  too  would  have  been 
a  fufficient  apology  for  abandoning  a  [e6t  which 
he  had  once  efpoufed. 

If  covetoufnefs  was  the  chief  bent  of  his 
mind,  this  was  moif  likely  to  be  gratified  by  a 
difcovery.  He  knew  how  inveterate  the  Chief 
Priefts  and  Rulers  were  againft  Jesus,  and 
with  what  malice  and  keennefs  they  fought  hi^ 
ruin  :  fo  that  he  might  reafonably  expect  to  be 
well  paid  fori  what  difcovery  he  fliould  make  to 
them. 

Nor  can  it  be  alledged  that  fuch  a  difcovery 

would 
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would  either  have  fubje^led  him  to  odium  or 
danger. 

To  odium  or  reproach  it  could  never  have 
expofed  him  with  any  man  of  fcnfe  and  refle- 
xion :  for  his  difcovcring  fuch  a  fraud,  flood  ju- 
ftified  by  every  motive  and  confideration  which 
can  have  weight  in  fuch  a  cafe.  So  that  in- 
ftead  of  reproach,  his  uncommon  honefty  would 
have  merited  univerfal  applaufe.  Nay,  we  may 
go  one  ftep  farther,  ancl  affirm,  that  the  ap- 
plaufes  which  he  merited  would  have  been  libe- 
rally conferred  upon  him ;  immediately  he  muft 
have  become  the  darling  of  all  the  rulers.  And 
this  fully  obviates  the  other  part  of  the  obje- 
ction, That  polTibly  he  might  have  been  deterred 
through  fear  from  making  the  difcovery.  But 
of  whom,  pray,  was  he  to  be  afraid  ?  Of  Jesus 
and  his  followers  ?  A  very  inconflderable  party 
indeed,  without  either  number,  power,  or  in- 
fluence ;  who,  fo  far  from  being  able  to  injure 
others,  could  not  even  defend  themfelves. 

Ere  I  difmifs  this  head,  it  will  be  proper  to 
add,  that  the  manner  in  which  Jesus  all  along 
treated  his  followers,  and  the  Apoftles  them- 
felves, makes  it  evident,  that  he  was  never  a- 
fraid  of  what  difcoveries  they  could  make. 

It  is  the  intereft  of  every  impoftor,  not  on- 
ly to  gain  partifans,  but  alfo  to  manage  thofe 
whom  he  may  have  gained  with  the  utmoft  de- 
licacy and  addrefs ;  left,  forfaking  his  party,  they 

fliould 
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fhould  work  his  ruin :  An  obfervation  which 
Hands  confirmed  by  the  praftice  of  all  impoftors 

that  have  yet  appeared  in  the  world. But 

initead  of  this  addrefs  and  management,  we 
find  Jesus  always  treating  his  difciples  with 

the  greateft  plainnefs  and  freedom. When 

two  of  them,  incenfed  at  the  conduct  of  the 
Sa?naritafiSf  would  have  prayed  down  fire  from 
heaven  upon  thofe  defpifers  of  their  Mafter ;  in- 
ftead  of  applauding  their  zeal,  Jesus  tells 
them,  that  they  knew  not  what  fpirits  they 
were  of. — How  oft,  in  prefence  of  the  multi- 
tude, does  he  blame  the  twelve  for  their  dulnefs 

and  incredulity  ? And  when,  from  the  ten- 

dereft  affection,  Teter  had  declared  himfelf  un- 
willing to  hear  of  his  fufferings  and  death,  he 
receives  the  fharp  rebuke.  Get  thee  behind  vie^ 
Satan  ;  for  thou  favoiirefl  not  the  things  uuhich  be 
of  God, 

But  not  to  infifl:  on  thefe,  and  many  in- 
flances  of  the  fame  kind  which  occur  in  the 
gofpel  with  regard  to  the  other  difciples ;  let  us 
obferve  the  behaviour  of  Jesus  towards  this 
very  Judas ;  and  we  fhall  find  it  fuch  as  natu- 
rally tended  to  irritate  and  provoke  him  to  a 
difcovery,  if  he  had  any  difcovery  to  make. 

If  Judas  had  conceived  a  defign  of  betray- 
ing his  Mafter  fome  confidcrable  time  before  he 
put  it  in  execution,  we  find  Jesus  fpeaking  of 
it  even  then  as  a  thing  he  was  well  acquainted 
with:  Behold y  1  have  chofen you  twelve^  and  one 
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of  you  JJmll  prove  my  accufer.  This  he  repeat! 
at  fundry  times.  And  though,  as  afterwards 
appears,  he  was  as  well  acquainted  with  the 
perfon  of  the  traitor  as  the  treachery  in  gene- 
ral ;  yet  he  by  no  means  obferves  any  particu- 
lar delicacy  of  conduct  towards  him.  When 
he  was  to  be  transfigured,  he  keeps  him  back 
from  the  honour  of  that  glorious  tranfa(5lion. 

When  this  Judas  animadverts  upon  Ma- 

ry's  anointing  his  Mafter's  feet,  we  find  Jesus 
foon  filencing  him,  by  openly  vindicating  the 
woman,  and  condemning  the  reflexion  thrown 
out  againft  her. — But  as  if  all  this  had  not  been 
fufRcient,  at  the  laft  pafchal  fupper  we  find  him 
pointed  out  by  Jesus,  as  the  ungrateful  mon- 
fter,  who,  though  he  dipped  with  him  in  the 
difh,  fhould  in  a  few  hours  betray  him.    Then 
too  does  he  hear  the  moft  dreadful  judgments 
denounced  againft  himfelf ;  which  immediately 
filled  his  mind  with  the  keeneft  defires  of  re- 
venge; fo  that  in  fury  he  fprings  from  the 
table.    But  Jesus,  inftead  of  being  alarmed  at 
this,  as  he  muft  certainly  have  been  had  not  all 
his  conduct  been  fair  and  honeft,  puts  him,  as 
it  were,  to  the  defiance ;  bids  him  go  do  what  he 
intended;  and  that,  inftead  of  flying  from  him, 
he  would  even  fo  far  countenance  his  defign  as 
to  retire  to  the  private  garden  of  Gethfemane ; 
a  place  with  which  the  traitor  was  well  acquaint- 
ed, and  where  he  might  apprehend  him  with- 
out difturbance. 

To  all  which  I  may  add,  that,  knowing  the 

covetous 
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covetous  temper  of  Judas,  he  had  before  com- 
mitted the  bag  to  him,  that  he  might  always 
have  it  in  his  power  to  run  off  with  advantage. 

Now,  let  any  man  fay  if  he  difcerns  ought 
in  fuch  a  conduct  that  can  give  the  leaft  fufpici- 
on  of  impofture  ? — Nay,  does  not  the  fair  and 
open  part  which  Jesus  ad:s,  ftrongly  argue  the 
contrary  ? 

Thus  I  have  endeavoured  tofhew,  that  Ju- 
das  was  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  mort: 
fecret  defigns  of  Jesus  ; — that  he  had  fufficient 
capacity  to  difcover  any  fraud  that  might  be 
carrying  on  ; — and  that  he  had  all  polTible  in- 
ducements to  lead  him  to  make  fuch  a  difco- 
very : — fo  that  it  only  remains  that  we  inquire 
in  faft  what  part  this  Judas  a^ted. 

Does  he,  in  confequence  of  having  got  to 
the  bottom  of  the  plot,  go  to  the  Rulers  of  the 
'Jevjs,  and  make  the  difcovery  ? — Sure,  nothing 
could  have  fo  much  ingratiated  him  into  their 
favour. — Such  a  difcovery  would  have  been  of 
far  greater  importance  to  them  than  the  death 
of  the  impoftor.  Hereby  fhould  they  have 
been  enabled  effeftually  to  oppofe  his  defigns, 
and  ruin  his  credit  with  the  people. — Hereby 
Ihould  they  have  been  furnifhed  with  a  jull 
ground  of  accufation  againll  him;  an  accufati-r 
on  not  founded  on  matters  of  doubtful  difpu- 
tation,  or  queftions  of  their  law,  but  on  the 
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reafon  of  things, — on  common  juftice  and  c- 
quity. 

This  too  would  have  moft  fuccefsfully  gra- 
tified y^/^-a/s  revenge  againfl:  Christ,  and  ful- 
ly exonered  him  in  forfaking  a  party  he  had 
once  elpoufed. 

How  wide  of  this  was  the  part  he  afted  ? 
From  covetoufnefs  and  revenge  he  refolvcs  to 
deliver  his  Mafter  into  the  hands  of  the  Jewip 
Priells. — This  refolution  he  executes  in  the 
manner  above  mentioned : — yet  he  has  not  the 
effrontery  to  alledge  any  one  crime  of  w^hich  he 
was  guilty;  although  I  think  it  pretty  evident 
from  the  hiftory,  that  the  Jcwip  fanhedrim 
had  examined  Judas  very  particularly  about  Je- 
sus,— about  his  miracles, — his  do6i"nne, — and 
his  predictions ; — and  that  he  had  told  them  e- 
very  thing  he  knew  about  thefe  *. 

Had  Judas  made  any  difcoveries  to  the  pre- 
judice of  Christ,  which  no  doubt  he  would 
have  done  had  he  been  able,  it  would  not  long 
have  remained  a  fecret. — Our  Lord  had  been 
twitted  with  it  at  his  trial; — it  had  been  thrown 
up  to  Judas,  when  he  came,  laying,  1  have  be- 
trayed innocent  blood] — and  it  would  have  been 

*  It  feems  probable,  that  it  was  Jia^as  who  Informed  the  fanhe- 
drim of  what  Christ  had  faid  about  his  refurrcftion  on  the  third 
day  ;  otherwife,  I  cannot  fee  how  they  came  to  be  fo  diftiniftly  in- 
formed about  it  as  they  tell  Pilate  they  were  :  for,  fo  far  as  I  can 
recolIe<5t,  Christ  never  fpoke  of  hi^  refurrei^lion  plainly  to  any 
but  the  Apcftles. 
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objecHied  to  his  Apoftles  aftenvards,  wlien 
brought  to  a  trial  for  propagating  the  fame  re- 
ligion.— But  in  none  of  thefe  cafes  was  there 
the  leaft  infinuation  to  this  purpofe ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  after  all  they  could  expifcate,  we 
find  them  entirely  at  a  lofs  how  to  lay  their 
accufation  againft  Christ;  or  how  to  prove 
it  even  after  it  was  laid. 

And  as  for  yudas,  no  fooncr  does  he  fee 
what  the  confequences  of  his  treachery  would 
be,  and  that  the  Jeius  were  actually  proceed- 
ing to  put  Christ  to  death,  than  his  confci- 
ence  takes  the  alarm,  and  drives  him  in  delpair 
to  be  his  own  executioner.  For  it  is  the  fame 
thing  as  to  the  prefent  argument,  whether,  ac- 
cording to  our  tranflation,  we  make  'Judas  to 
have  hanged  himfelf ;  or,  as  the  Greek  words 
might  be  rendered,  that,  falling  down  on  his 
face,  he  was  fufFocated  through  the  exccfs  of 
his  grief,  and  burft  afunder  in  the  middle. — 
Only,  if  we  take  this  laft  to  be  the  fa 61,  it  is 
worth  obfcrving,  that  the  Talniiidijis  make  fuch 
a  fufFocation  the  punifhment  which  God  was 
woat  to  inflict  on  fuch  perfons  as  bore  falfe 
witnef)  againft  their  neighbour  *. 

*  What  it  was  that  drove  Judas  to  defpair,  rather  than  to  afii 
forgivenefs  of  this  meek,  and  merciful  Lamb  of  God,  I  fiiall  not 
determine.  But  it  feems  to  me  evident,  that  two  things  contri- 
buted greatly  to  it :  i/?,  A  conviftion  that  he  had  betrayed  the 
true  Mefllah  ;  ai^d,  zdiy^  A  remembrance  of  thofe  awful  warnings 
that  Jesus  had  formerly  given  him:  The  Son  of  man  (faid 
Christ)  ^oeth,  as  it  is  vjritkn  of  him  ;  hut  wo  unto  that  man  by 
■ivhom  the  Son  of  man  is  tet  rayed ;  good  were  it  for  that  tnati  that_  he 
had  never  been  born. 
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Now,  let  any  man  attempt  to  account  rati* 
onally  for  this  excefs  of  grief  and  remorfe,  up- 
on the  fuppofition  that  Jesus  was  an  impoftor, 
and  thd.t  Judas  knew  him  to  be  fuch. — In  which 
cafe  his  difcovery  would  have  flood  juftified  by 
the  moft  rational  arguments,  and  no  foundati- 
on could  have  been  laid  for  fuch  anguifh  of 
mind. — But  allowing  the  fad  as  it  Hands,  and 
this  to  have  been  the  end  of  Judas,  does  it  not 
ftfongly  conclude,  that  after  Judas,  a  man  of 
^nfe  and  ability,  had  been  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  Christ's  life  and  doctrine,  and 
for  a  coniiderable  time  had  watched  every  oc- 
cafion  againfl  him,  and  at  lad,  from  covetouf- 
■n^s  and  revenge,  had  delivered  him  into  the 
hands  of  his  enemies ;  yet  he  was  firmly  per- 
fuaded,  that  Jesus  was  an  innocent  perfon,  and 
the  true  Mefliah  ;  whofe  religion  we  are  bound 
to  receive  as  a  revelation  fent  from  God? 

Having  thus  obferved  the  confequences  of 
Judas' s  treachery  with  regard  to  himfelf,  it  may 
not  be  improper,  before  I  fhut  up  the  argu- 
ment, to  fhew  what  influence  it  had  on  Jesus 
and  his  ApolHes. 

As  to  Jesus  himfelf,  1  am  perfuaded,  every 
man  who  reads  the  gofpcls,  mull  be  charmed 
with  his  behaviour  in  this  lafl  period  of  his  life. 
— Whether  Jesus  was  the  Mefhah  or  not, 
this  will  be  allowed,  that  he  was  one  betrayed 
by  a  pretended  friend  ;  than  which,  no  circum.- 
ftancc  can  tend  more  to  fowre  the  mind,  and 

rufHe 


[    41    ] 

raiRe  the  temper ;  and  every  one  mufl:  know 
what  bitter  reproaches  fuch  traitors  receive, 
and  ought  to  receive. — But  Jesus,  fuperior  to 
all  trials,  meets  this  horrid  treachery  with  a  he- 
roick  fortitude ;  and  reproaches  the  traitor  in 
no  harfher  terms  than  thefe,  Judas,  betrajeft 
thou  the  Son  of  man  "with  a  ktfs  ? 

As  to  the  difciples  of  Jesus,  elpecially  the 
eleven,  notwithftanding  this  horrid  treachery 
of  one  of  their  number,  and  the  crucifixion  of 
their  Mafter  which  happened  thereupon ;  yet 
they  continue  firmly  united  in  carrying  on  the 
defign  of  Christ,  and  eftablifhing  his  reli- 
gion in  the  world  ;  which  it  was  Impoflible  for 
them  to  do  had  they  been  carrying  on  a  fraud, 
or  aggrandizing  an  impoftor.  For  the  cafe  is 
the  fame  here  as  in  common  life.  If  any 
twelve  perfons  were  engaged  in  a  cqnfpiracy, 
and  one  of  them  fhould  go  and  difcover  the 
plot,  this  would  at  once  put  an  end  to  the  de- 
figns  of  the  other  eleven,  and  render  it  impof- 
fible  for  them  any  longer  to  carry  them  into 
execution. — That  union  and  harmony  which 
is  the  very  foul  of  combination,  would  hence- 
forward be  broke  ;  and  to  that  would  fucceed 
a  mutual  jealoufy  and  diftruft,  every  one  fu- 
fpefting  that  his  neighbour  might  alfo  becom.e 
a  traitor. —  The  fame  muft  have  been  the  cafe 
with  the  difciples  of  Jesus,  had  they  not  been 
entirely  honeft  in  their  views.  But  as  they 
were  only  adhering  to  truth,  neither  the  trea- 
chery of  Judas,  nor  the  denial  of  Teter,  in 
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the  lead  influenced  them  to  abaiidon  the  caufc 
in  which  they  were  engaged. 

Thus  I  have  endeavoured  toftate  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  Chriftianity  from  the  con- 
ducH:  and  character  of  Judas  the  traitor.  I  have 
examined  it  with  all  the  attention  I  am  capable 
of,  and  have  endeavoured  to  fhew  that  it  is  con- 
clufive :  though  I  am  far  from  laying  the  ftrefs 
of  the  whole  caufe  upon  it.  No  ;  blcffed  be 
God,  we  have  a  cloud  of  witnefles  attefting  the 
innocence  of  Jesus,  and  the  truth  of  our  holy 
religion,  upon  which  all  our  hopes  for  time 
and  eternity  are  founded  ; — witneffes  whofe 
charaifters  have  been  canvafTed,  and  their  evi- 
dence illuftrated,  not  only  by  thofe  of  former 
times,  but  alfo  by  the  moft  mafterly  writers  of 
this  and  the  precceding  age,  laymen  as  well  as 
clergy  *.  Again  ft  whom  I  may  fafely  fay, 
the  advocates  for  infidelity  have  maintained  a 
very  unequal  conflict ;  fince,  notwithftanding 
their  keeneft  efforts  for  thefe  hundred  years, 
they  have  not  been  able  to  weaken  the  fmalleft 
pillar  by  which  the  noble  fabrick  ftands  {up- 
ported. 

Would  to  God  I  could  fay,  that  they  had 

*  Befides  the  obfefvatlons  on  the  converfion  of  St  Paul,  al- 
ready referred  to,  I  have  in  mine  eye  Mr  IVeft's  elegant  and|ftri- 
king  remarks  on  the  evidences  of  Christ's  refiirredlion ;  and 
the  prefent  Bifhop  of  London's  trial  of  the  witnelfes ;  a  book 
which  I  am  perfuadcd  will  (land  the  tell  of  ages,  notwithftanding 
the  ungcnteel  inilnuation  which  Dr  Middleton  has  lately  thrown 
out  againit  it. 
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fuccecdcd  no  better  againft  the  life  and  pra(5licc 
of  religion.  As  a  heart-love  to  vvlckcdnefs  is 
at  the  bottom  of  their  oppofition  to  the  gofpel, 
their  impiety  has  ftill  kept  pace  with  their  in- 
fidelity ;  and,  as  the  moft  efFe6lual  way  to  de- 
bauch our  principles,  they  have  laboured  hard 
to  debauch  our  praftice  :  and  what  melancholy 
fuccefs  they  have  had  in  this  refpeft,  every  one 
who  hath  eyes  or  ears  can  tell. — While,  on  the 
other  hand,  m.any  of  the  friends  of  Chriftiani- 
ty  have  been  more  careful  to  prcferve  our  prin- 
ciples, than  to  reform  our  lives. —  But,  fure,  it 
is  now  high  time  to  awake,  and  to  Hand  in  the 
gap  againlt  impiety,  as  well  as  infidelity.  Nor 
can  we  hope  with  fuccefs  to  difcourage  the  lat- 
ter, unlefs  we  fhall  be  able  to  fupprefs  the  for- 
mer. For  fo  long  as  men  are  vitious,  they  will 
have  a  ftrong  propenfity  to  throw  off  thofe  re- 
ftraints  which  Chriflianity  would  lay  upon  their 
paflions,  and  free  themfelves  from  that  dread 
which  it  naturally  infpires  into  the  wicked. 


I  am^ 

SIR, 

Tour's,   civ. 
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